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when we start to interfere with that 
cost and we raise that cost of entry 
level labor up, then we are going to 
have some people who lose out on jobs. 

If we can legislate, by the way, a 
minimum wage, then I would challenge 
then the next step is legislating a liv-
ing wage. As I hear about living wages, 
then I say, well, if we can raise that 
price up, and living wage used to be 
claimed to be something like $8.56 an 
hour. So if we could legislate a living 
wage, then why in the world could we 
not just go ahead and legislate pros-
perity? If it does not cost jobs, if people 
are not going to get unemployed be-
cause of raising a minimum wage or 
moving up to a living wage, then let us 
all just be rich and let us set that level 
someplace at $20 or $25 or $30 an hour, 
and then we can all just share in this 
prosperity that would be legislated by 
the wise people from over here on the 
other side of the aisle. 

That does not work, because it is 
supply and demand. It is working. That 
is why the real minimum wage is sub-
stantially higher than the legislative 
statutory minimum wage. 

Transportation, we passed that 
today. That puts dollars and jobs out 
there. Transportation is the funda-
mental, foundational first building 
block in economic development. Trans-
portation, education, high-speed tele-
communications are those components 
today. Transportation was the first 
component. It is the most essential 
component. We have now started down 
the path of providing for those jobs and 
building the American economy, but it 
can be stronger, and the bill could have 
been better. 

I cannot leave this closed without ad-
dressing some things that need to be 
better, and that is the environmental 
burden on the transportation cost. 
Eighteen point four cents of every 
American’s gas, when they put the noz-
zle in their tank, goes into this high-
way fund. But of that 18.4 cents out of 
every gallon comes about 28 percent 
just to feed the E-tax, the environ-
mental monster, the cult, a religious 
type of environmental cultism, rather 
than a responsible way of dealing with 
our environment. We cannot even in-
ventory the offshore natural gas re-
serves off the coast of Florida because 
of the barrier here in this Congress be-
cause of the E-tax that is on us. So 
there is an environmental piece to this. 

Then there is a wage scale piece to 
this, the Davis-Bacon wage scale. That 
will increase the cost of wages from 8 
to 38 percent and actually some statis-
tics show 5 to 35 percent. But I will just 
say average that all out and that 
comes to about 23 percent of this; this 
is higher than it needs to be because of 
federally mandated wage scales. So we 
add the 28 percent for environmental, 
let us say 20 percent for the wage scale. 
So we are at 48 percent, and we have 
not even dealt yet with mass transit, 
bike trails, money for scrubbing the 
graffiti off the walls. Come on. Do we 
not have some people in our prisons 

that we could give them a wire brush 
and send them out there? Why are we 
imposing that upon the taxpayers of 
America to clean off the graffiti? Is 
that not a local issue? 

So when we add all these pieces up, I 
will argue that we can come to 68 per-
cent, maybe 71 percent of this can go 
somewhere else to be funded if, in fact, 
we believe it should be a priority what-
soever. I want every dime possible out 
of those transportation dollars to go 
into concrete and earth moving and 
pipe work and transportation that can 
be used to grow our economy, and I 
pledge here and now to move forward 
with this over the next 6 years if they 
send me back to do so in order to try to 
turn those dollars in a more respon-
sible fashion for transportation. 

We are doing a lot of the right 
things, Mr. Speaker. We need to con-
tinue improving on every single com-
ponent where we claim credit. We will 
get better, and we have got a lot to 
claim credit for, including 308,000 new 
jobs just in this past month alone. 

f 

OUR POROUS BORDERS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BURGESS). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 2003, the 
gentleman from Colorado (Mr. 
TANCREDO) is recognized for 60 minutes. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, we 
have a couple of towns in Colorado that 
are approaching 500,000. I believe a 
town in my district, Aurora, Colorado, 
would be in that area somewhere. Just 
the last 6 months this Nation has added 
at least one more, Aurora, Colorado, 
and not by the fact that a group of 
American citizens or anybody pres-
ently living in the country had a num-
ber of children that all of a sudden 
would create a whole new city. We got 
this because we have porous borders 
and because, from October 1 last year 
to the end of March, approximately 
half a million people came through just 
one sector of our southern border, just 
one sector, the Tucson sector. We can 
be sure that it was at least that many 
because we know from experience, by 
how many we catch coming into this 
country, that there are at least two to 
three that get by us. 

So from the first of October to the 
end of March to the first of April, 
about a quarter of a million people 
were interdicted in that southern bor-
der in one sector, just the Tucson sec-
tor. 

This is astronomical. The numbers 
are unbelievable. They are up like 50 
percent. For every single person that 
we stop at the border, remember, two 
or three get by us, get by the Border 
Patrol. So that is why we know that in 
that 6-month period of time, a half mil-
lion people came into this country ille-
gally; and they did so in just one sec-
tor. We are not talking about the en-
tire border of the United States of 
America, north and south. 

What does this mean? And, by the 
way, why do my colleagues think they 

are doing that, Mr. Speaker? Why, I 
wonder, are we having so many people 
right now coming into this country il-
legally? Every year we have literally 
hundreds of thousands of people who 
sneak into the country. We take in a 
million and a half people approxi-
mately every year legally. We are one 
of the most generous nations in the 
world. 
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It is certainly the most liberal policy 
when it comes to immigration. But be-
yond that, beyond the people that we 
bring into this country every year le-
gally, another 1 million or so come in 
through the back door, another 1 mil-
lion or so we do not know who they 
are, we do not know where they are, we 
do not know what they are doing here. 
We trust most of them are ‘‘doing these 
jobs,’’ I hear this constantly, ‘‘that no 
one else wants.’’ They are only coming 
to do jobs that no other American will 
do. 

I tell you, Mr. Speaker, with between 
10 and 18 million Americans out of 
work today, I will bet you anything 
that there are millions of Americans 
who are willing to do the jobs, but they 
have been underbid, if you will, by peo-
ple who have come here illegally. Their 
jobs have been taken by people who 
have said, I will do it for less. 

Then the next wave of immigration 
comes, and they do the same thing. 
They take jobs from the people who 
just came in. So that over the last 10 
years, our wage rates in this country 
have stayed flat; and wage rates, espe-
cially for low income people, have 
stayed very, very flat, because it is a 
depressing effect on wage rates when 
you have millions of people coming 
into the country illegally, especially 
people who are low-skilled and there-
fore low-wage people. 

But half a million through just one 
sector over the last 6 months. And 
why? I will tell you why, because the 
President of the United States made a 
speech, and in this speech he said that 
he wants a program of amnesty. And 
there is no other way to put it. 

He connected it with his plan for a 
guest worker program; but, in fact, be-
cause he allows people to stay in this 
country even if they are here illegally, 
it is an amnesty plan. 

Every time I go to the border, and I 
go down to the border quite often, Mr. 
Speaker, and up to our northern bor-
der, and every time I do I talk to some-
one who is Border Patrol, and they will 
say to you every single time, they will 
say, whatever you do, do not even use 
the word ‘‘amnesty’’ when you start 
talking up there in the Congress, be-
cause every time you do that, then the 
flood that I am trying to stop down 
here turns into a tidal wave. 

That is exactly what happened. The 
numbers went up dramatically right 
after the President gave his speech, 
and they continue to go up. On the bor-
der, our Border Patrol people are even 
asking the people they interdict, why 
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are you coming? They will tell them, 
to get the amnesty they think they are 
going to get. So now literally millions 
of people have come into this country 
illegally already to obtain this goal of 
amnesty, which we should never give 
to anyone. 

No one ever should get rewarded for 
breaking the law, and that is exactly 
what any amnesty plan is. And no one, 
no one as an employer, should be ex-
empt from the law, simply because 
they hire a lot of people who are here 
illegally. In fact, they should be fined; 
they should face the full force of the 
law of the land here, because it is 
against the law, as you know, Mr. 
Speaker. It is against the law to hire 
people who are here illegally, although 
we do it. We do it quite consistently, 
and we do it by the millions, and we ig-
nore it. It is because we have learned 
with immigration policy. We have 
learned that the law is like a Chinese 
menu in a Chinese restaurant. We will 
accept this, we will take that, we will 
not take this or will not take that. So 
we do not enforce the law against peo-
ple who are hiring people who are here 
illegally, and we should. 

There are consequences to massive 
immigration, consequences that no-
body wants to talk about, I know. 
Many people are concerned about this 
discussion. 

I am a Republican, Mr. Speaker, and 
I recognize that I many times rile my 
colleagues and even certainly the 
White House, because I do talk about 
this issue as often as I can. And I talk 
about it because I believe it is one of 
the most important public policy 
issues we can deal with here. 

It is something to live in Wash-
ington, D.C., or in Chicago, or in Bil-
lings, Montana, or Omaha, Nebraska. 
You will see the effects of illegal immi-
gration, certainly. But you do not see 
them like you see them on the border, 
where in your backyard every night 
people are coming across by the thou-
sands, and it is happening on our 
southern border especially. There are 
consequences to that. 

I want to read a letter I got from a 
constituent, not of mine, a lady that 
lives in Arizona. I will condense it. She 
says: ‘‘This is my story.’’ 

This puts a face on this issue of ille-
gal immigration, because it is not just 
numbers. When I come here and talk 
about the fact that a quarter of a mil-
lion people were interdicted in just one 
sector in 6 months’ time coming in 
here, that is just a number to most of 
us. But to this lady and to the thou-
sands of people who live on that border, 
it is far more than just numbers. It is 
a way of life that is being destroyed 
down there. And, believe me, what is 
happening on the border is going to be 
happening farther and farther north as 
time goes on. 

She says, ‘‘I live in a world,’’ she 
called this ‘‘My Story.’’ She says, ‘‘I 
live in a world where I do not count. I 
am not a minority. I am poor, I do not 
have coalitions rallying for what I feel 

is important. I do not have news re-
porters writing about poor me. But I 
have views, I vote, I pay taxes, and I 
know there are millions of people in 
America just like me. 

‘‘I live next to a shelter built by poli-
ticians who are afraid to have an opin-
ion about closing the border. Daily, 
1,500 illegal aliens visit that shelter. It 
was supposed to keep those poor people 
from urinating and defecating on the 
streets. It did not. Now, if I were to 
defecate on the streets,’’ she said, ‘‘I 
would be fined. 

‘‘My home and vehicles have been 
broken into 22 times in 5 years. I 
stopped calling the police each time 
they do now, because they do not come 
anyway. Instead, we bought a gun. We 
scared off the last illegal alien trying 
to steal our truck. He knew enough 
English to say ‘sorry’ as we pointed the 
gun at him. Three months later, we 
still have a towel over the smashed 
driver’s side window. 

‘‘Not too long ago a car ran into the 
rear end of my car. The policeman 
came and said I would have to wait 
while he called for a back-up. My baby 
was screaming. The police had no film 
in the camera. The backup policeman 
had no fingerprinting ink or film. The 
illegal alien who hit me had an ID, but 
the police said there was nothing that 
could be done. The illegal would just 
get another fake ID and would never 
show up for court. He did not have in-
surance. 

‘‘The illegal alien who hit me said 
‘sorry,’ as he walked away. He was free 
to go. I was free to pay the deductible 
on my car and the chiropractor bills 
for my children and myself. If I drove 
without insurance and hurt someone or 
their possessions, I would be forced to 
pay for the damages. 

‘‘My husband works 6 days a week as 
a framing contractor. He pays FICA, 
Social Security, State taxes, Federal 
taxes, general liability insurance, 
workman’s comp insurance, and prob-
ably others I do not even know about. 
His workman’s comp just skyrocketed 
from $5,000 to $28,000 a year. Now, I ask 
you, where am I going to come up with 
the extra $23,000? We had no claims. 
Should I take it from my food budget? 
My home insurance costs me $100 more 
annually because I live in a border 
State.’’ She says, ‘‘How long before 
Kansas becomes a border State? 

‘‘I have no medical insurance and 
have had no medical insurance for 
years. I cannot afford it. At 33, I got 
cancer. My doctor told me to go to the 
hospital, ACCHS. I do not remember 
how to spell the State’s medical sys-
tem, since they declined me anyway. 
My husband’s company had no profits 
for 6 months due to theft. Without 
studying my receipts, I was declined. 
Interestingly, hundreds of illegal aliens 
standing in line were being given food 
stamps and medical care. They did not 
have Social Security numbers; they did 
not speak English. 

‘‘My son cries nightly because his 
arms and legs hurt. He has cried for al-

most 7 years. They do not know what is 
wrong with him.’’ 

They do not have insurance, and 
therefore are hesitant to just take him 
to the doctor, because they cannot af-
ford to pay. But she goes on to say that 
when she has gone eventually to the 
emergency room, they cannot even 
take them, because there are so many 
people there ahead of them who are 
here in this country illegally. 

‘‘Two years ago,’’ she says, ‘‘I an-
nounced to my family there would be 
no turkey for Thanksgiving. We would 
eat pasta and be thankful we are a fam-
ily. My Catholic friend made arrange-
ments for me to get a box of food from 
her church. I went reluctantly. I drove 
up in my broken old van. I saw a lot of 
new stickers on new Suburbans. My 
van was the worst vehicle there, and it 
hit me that I really was poor. 

‘‘I stood in line for 20 minutes, 
amazed by the number of illegal aliens 
who could not show an ID when they 
were asked. When it was my turn to 
show an ID, I was told to leave. There 
was not enough food for me to take a 
box. I looked around, there were boxes 
of food everywhere. For a minute, I for-
got: I did not count. 

‘‘Our church, our pastor, reminds us 
to stay hopeful. I struggle to make 
sense out of a system that has taken 
from me and given to those who have 
more than I do. Who will be my voice? 
Where is my coalition? I thought it was 
the leaders of America. I was wrong. 
They have sold me out, and millions 
like me. What is worse, I do not know 
why.’’ Rhonda Rose is her name. 

We get literally hundreds in my of-
fice, hundreds of e-mails. When I come 
on the floor here, as I try to do often, 
to speak on this issue, we go back and 
the e-mails start. And I want to hear 
from these people, because, you know, 
they all tell stories like this, and they 
ask us to continue to work and try to 
do something about this illegal immi-
gration problem. I feel like I am over-
whelmed by their cries for help. 

I know that there are other col-
leagues who care about this issue, Mr. 
Speaker, but I do not see it translating 
in any sort of way into help for these 
people. We are fearful of doing any-
thing that would actually secure those 
borders. We are fearful of doing any-
thing that would actually enforce the 
law in this country. 

Why are we fearful? What are we 
afraid of in this Congress? Why will we 
ignore the laws on the books? Why will 
we tell people like her that we will 
abandon them? Because, Mr. Speaker, 
as you and I both know, on that side of 
the aisle they will do nothing about 
immigration, legal or illegal. They 
want to encourage it, because they 
know it turns into votes for them. On 
our side of the aisle, we do nothing to 
stop it because we believe that it is 
cheap labor. And those two powerful 
interests have stopped us from doing 
anything significant about this issue. 

It is the fear of the political rami-
fication. What would happen? You 
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know, we have been on this floor for 
days talking about jobs, about how we 
cannot possibly go on outsourcing jobs, 
how many jobs Americans have lost in 
every industry and what each can-
didate for President is going to do 
about it, and candidates for the House 
of Representatives, what they are 
going to do. 

We discuss how we are going to 
change this. Should we put on tariffs? 
Should we try somehow to be protec-
tionist and stop allowing imports? 
Should we actually pass laws saying 
corporations cannot offshore, as if we 
could actually stop it, considering the 
Internet and the movement of jobs-to- 
jobs to workers all over the world in an 
instant? 

But we say those things. We are 
thinking. We are pulling our hair out 
trying to think about how to create 
more jobs in this country, how to stop 
the offshoring of jobs, because we know 
it is going to be a political issue. But 
we cannot seem to come up with a real 
plan, because no one will want to ad-
dress this issue. 

Mr. Speaker, where do you think 
those 500,000 people are today that 
came in in the last 6 months through 
the Tucson sector? Do you think they 
all just simply went on welfare? Many 
of them, of course, most of them, are 
working somewhere in this Nation. 
And where did they get this job? Was it 
a job no American wanted? Was it a job 
that happened to be posted in a news-
paper, or was it a job that somebody 
else had that they have now displaced? 

I am told every day that there are 
not enough jobs available for Ameri-
cans who want to work, and we are try-
ing to think of ways to create jobs. 
Yet, we refuse to secure the border; we 
refuse to do anything about the people 
who are already working here illegally. 

We can create 10 million jobs tomor-
row if we just enforce our own laws 
against illegal immigration. We would 
not have to do anything. We would not 
even have to get involved with the 
World Court because we introduced a 
concept, an idea, that could be seen as 
being protectionist. 

This would only be enforcing the 
laws that America actually has on the 
books, and we will not do that. We do 
not have the political will. 

How are we going to answer these 
people, or the hundreds of others that 
call our office, and, I know, other of-
fices of other Members? Not too long, 
after the President’s speech, we had al-
most 1,000 calls into our office in 2 
days. I came on this floor and I talked 
to other people; and they told me the 
same thing, that there in fact had been 
hundreds of thousands of calls coming 
in to all the offices for all the Mem-
bers. 
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So I know people did respond. And we 
know what that means, Mr. Speaker, 
because so many people called their 
Congressmen and Congresswomen in 
their districts: that plan that the 

President proposed is dead on arrival. 
It is not going to pass, my colleagues 
and I all know it. I am glad that it is 
not going to pass, and he is a President 
of my party, and I respect him and ad-
mire him and I will support him in 
many ways, but he is as wrong as he 
can be on this issue, Mr. President, and 
Mr. Speaker, and Mr. President, if you 
are listening. 

I see a colleague of mine has joined 
me. I am going to make an assumption 
that he has joined me because he wants 
to join in this debate. I say that be-
cause I know him and I know his heart, 
and I know where he is on this issue. 

We are now going to confuse a lot of 
people, because we are told often that 
we look very similar, and we are con-
fused often as we go around the House 
here. I am sorry for him if that is the 
case, if he does look like me. He is 
much more handsome than I. But my 
colleague, the gentleman from Iowa 
(Mr. KING), has joined me; and I will be 
glad to yield to him. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I ap-
preciate the gentleman’s assumption 
that I came here asking for you to 
yield and saying that that is where my 
heart is and my head is. Without prepa-
ration, I did want to also listen to your 
presentation, which I did last night on 
C–SPAN, by the way, and I know mil-
lions of Americans were listening as 
well. I thank the gentleman for the 
leadership he has provided on this 
issue. 

In this Congress and in politics 
around the country, whether it is State 
legislatures or city councils or county 
supervisors, there is a thing that has to 
happen in the dynamics in order for 
good public policy to be formed, and 
that is that there are always two sides 
to an issue, or it would not be an issue. 
As those issues get pulled and tugged 
and massaged and people in the middle 
start to weigh in for and against the 
increments of that policy, over time, 
that policy is shaped in such a way 
where you finally get to the point 
where there is enough agreement where 
we can pass such a policy. We are a 
long, long ways from that in this immi-
gration policy in the United States 
today. 

I look back to the years when Pat 
Buchanan was running for President 
and he insisted that we have a nation-
wide debate on immigration. I regret 
that we were not able to move that de-
bate forward at that time, shape this 
policy before we got to this critical sit-
uation that we are in today, with mas-
sive numbers flowing over the border 
and not a policy to deal with it. 

I understand the President’s motiva-
tion. I think his head and his heart 
want to go down that path to help 10 or 
12 or 14 million people. The other side 
of this equation is one the gentleman 
from Colorado and I agree on, and 
many, many members of this Congress 
and even a greater percentage of people 
across the country that intuitively un-
derstand, that an immigration policy 
which by Constitution is vested within 

the responsibility of the United States 
Congress, an immigration policy must 
be designed to enhance the economic, 
the social, and the cultural well-being 
of the United States of America. What 
other purpose would we have? 

I look at some things that happened 
in my State. We have an affirmative 
action program within our universities 
that has been approved by the board of 
regents. It is an 8.5 percent, we cannot 
call it a quota, it is an 8.5 percent mi-
nority ‘‘goal.’’ Well, this minority goal 
almost moved some State legislation 
that would have imposed the equiva-
lent of a high burden on the taxpayers 
of the State to try to reach this 8.5 per-
cent. In Iowa, we have about a 3 per-
cent minority, but we would do an 8.5 
percent minority goal. 

Well, in an effort to reach that goal, 
within one of our regents’ institutions, 
that institution set up a recruitment 
center down in San Antonio, Texas. I 
would like to be recruiting those folks 
of the same ethnicity if we need to do 
that from Iowa. We have sufficient 
numbers that are not accessing edu-
cation, but yet the recruitment office 
in San Antonio was recruiting His-
panics to meet part of this 8.5 percent 
goal for minorities, and then they got 
overzealous and they went across the 
border and they brought in Mexican 
nationals from Mexico City to meet a 
goal for a minority set-aside in Iowa. 

What is going on, America? I cannot 
connect my logic with this. 

I will go back to affirmative action. 
If we take it back to its inception, it 
was designed to correct the institu-
tionalization of segregation of Amer-
ican blacks in the South. That was the 
specific, narrow goal of affirmative ac-
tion, and it is preferential treatment in 
jobs and educational opportunities. I 
do not know how we would have fixed 
that. That is a sin against this Nation. 
And maybe there was a better way, but 
I am not wise enough to tell what we 
should have done. So I am going to let 
that one pass for a moment and just 
say we needed to fix that. And we have, 
to a large degree, repaired the institu-
tionalization of segregation of Amer-
ican blacks in the South. Now they are 
coming up in job opportunities. 

But that affirmative action program 
that was instituted then, for what ar-
guably was a good cause, now has 
grown into this monstrosity of a policy 
that decides that every family reunion 
has to take place in the United States; 
it cannot take place in any other coun-
try. So we have a repatriation policy 
that allows someone to reach out and 
bring their family members into the 
United States, and that does not fit 
that equation of what is good for the 
economic, social, and cultural well- 
being of the United States. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman will yield, the economic, so-
cial, and cultural well-being of the 
United States, now that is an inter-
esting phrase; and it is an important 
one. Because it is important to under-
stand that massive immigration into 
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the country, both legal and illegal, 
that phenomenon has, in fact, huge, 
huge implications for America, for who 
we are, where we are going, and what 
we are going to be. And this is an even 
more dangerous situation than what 
we were talking about earlier in terms 
of just the numbers and how they af-
fect us. 

Mr. Speaker, there is an assault. Peo-
ple ask me all the time, I am sure they 
ask the gentleman from Iowa also, 
they ask, why is this different now? 
Why are you arguing this issue? What 
makes immigration today different 
than when your grandparents, and it 
was my grandparents, by the way, who 
came? My folks did not come over on 
the Mayflower. I am a relatively new 
American. What is the difference? Why 
was it okay then and not okay now? 

I said, well, there are two main rea-
sons, as far as I am concerned, two 
things. First of all, it is a different 
country. We are a different country 
than the country to which my grand-
parents came in many ways. One, of 
course, is that when my grandparents 
came, and I will bet the gentleman 
from Iowa’s too, there were either of 
two choices for them: they either 
worked or they starved. That was it. 
There was nothing else. There was no 
such thing as a welfare plan. And there 
was also no such thing as a radical 
multiculturalism that permeated our 
society. 

Now, what do I mean by that? I am 
talking about a philosophy, an idea 
that has seeped into the absolute soul 
of our society, and it is what we teach 
our children in schools, that there is 
nothing of value in America. 

Example: Los Angeles, I heard this 
on radio just the other day. A Los An-
geles school, Roosevelt High School, 
where an eleventh grade teacher told a 
nationally syndicated radio program 
that she ‘‘hates the textbooks she has 
been told to use and the state-man-
dated history curriculum’’ because 
they ‘‘ignore students of Mexican an-
cestry,’’ because the students do not 
see themselves in the curriculum. The 
teacher has chosen to modify the cur-
riculum by replacing it with activities 
like mural walks that are intended to 
open the eyes of the students to their 
indigenous culture. 

Another person who actually created 
one of these murals was on the radio 
talking to the students; and he said to 
them, this is not your country. You 
should have absolutely no allegiance to 
this country. Your education has been 
a big lie, he told them, one big lie after 
another. And we know that this is one 
tiny example of something that hap-
pens in schools all over this Nation, 
where children are told that they, in 
fact, should not attach themselves to 
what we called the American dream 
when my grandparents came here; that 
they should stay separate; that they 
should keep their separate language 
and cultural and even political affili-
ation with the country from which 
they came. This is what we tell them 

today. That is why it is a different 
country. And it may be also that we 
have a different type of immigration 
policy. 

I met recently with the bishop of 
Denver, Bishop Gomez; and he said 
something I will never forget. This was 
at a breakfast and we were discussing 
this issue, and he said to me, Congress-
man, I do not know why you are so 
worried about immigration from Mex-
ico. And by the way, it is not just Mex-
ico; he happened to be talking about 
Mexico. He said, I do not know why you 
are so worried about immigration from 
Mexico. He said, The Mexicans that are 
coming here do not want to be Ameri-
cans. Those were his exact words. 

I said, well, Bishop, to the extent 
that that is true, if what you said is 
true, then that is the problem. That is 
what I am worried about. It is not 
them coming here; it is them coming 
here not wanting to be Americans on 
one side and us on the other side tell-
ing them we do not want you to either, 
we want you to stay separate, Balkan-
ized and divided. This is a serious prob-
lem for America. I yield to my friend. 

Mr. KING of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
would add to that there is a different 
philosophy today than there was when 
your grandparents came here or when 
mine came here. My grandmother came 
over from Germany. 

I remember her advice to my father 
who went off to kindergarten on his 
first day speaking German only and 
when he came home from the first day, 
walked into the house and said hello to 
his mother in German, and she turned 
to him and said, speaking German in 
this household is for you from now on 
verboten, because we came here to be 
Americans, and you are going to learn 
English in school and bring it home 
and teach to it me. 

I wish I could say that in German 
today, but it conveys a philosophy of 
buying into this culture and this civili-
zation. Yes, there are many immi-
grants that come into this country who 
do buy into the philosophy; but sadly, 
millions of them are met at the border 
with radical multiculturalists, the cult 
of multiculturalism with, I used to say 
hundreds of millions of dollars funding, 
and now today I say it is in the billions 
of dollars, funding this 
multiculturalism that is infused into 
every level of our curriculum, every 
level of our lives, and it rejects a great-
er American civilization. It rejects the 
very concept that America is a great 
Nation or that we have the lead cul-
ture, economy, and military in the 
world, or that we are the unchallenged 
superpower in the world. They focus on 
the things that they can be critical of, 
what they call America’s failures. 

Mr. Speaker, multiculturalism draws 
a new line. This new line is, everybody 
belongs to a group, except for the gen-
tleman from Colorado (Mr. TANCREDO) 
and myself and other folks who fit in 
our category. 

I went to a college campus, and be-
fore I went there to speak, I went to 

their little search engine on their home 
page and I typed in ‘‘multiculturalism’’ 
and I hit search. What came back was 
59 different multicultural groups reg-
istered on campus, starting with 
Asians, ends with Zeitgeists, and in be-
tween, and every one, virtually, a vic-
tim’s group. As I talked to those young 
people and I said, look at this. When 
you arrive here as a freshman on the 
first day, there might as well be 59 card 
tables set up out here in the parking 
lot and you can go down through here 
and choose your victims group. Start 
with Asians, ends with Zeitgeists, you 
will belong to 5, 6, 7, 8, or 10 of them be-
fore you get down through this line, 
and everyone will tell you why you 
ought to have the sweat off of some-
body else’s brow, everyone will tell you 
that you are a victim and you deserve 
special rights and group rights by vir-
tue of this merit of being a victim. 

But if I might conclude, then, so your 
grandparents and my grandparents 
that came here did not see themselves 
as victims. They saw themselves as 
being extraordinarily fortunate indi-
viduals that had the opportunity to 
pull themselves up by their bootstraps. 
I yield back to my colleague. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, let me 
give some more examples of exactly 
what the gentleman is saying here and 
the problems we face. A school district 
in New Mexico, the introduction of a 
textbook called ‘‘500 Years of Chicano 
History in Pictures,’’ and it was writ-
ten, now listen to this, it states that it 
was written in response to the bicen-
tennial celebration of the 1776 Amer-
ican Revolution and its lies. That is 
why this textbook was produced, be-
cause of the lies of the bicentennial. Its 
stated purpose is to celebrate our re-
sistance to being colonized and ab-
sorbed by racist empire builders. The 
book describes defenders of the Alamo 
as slave owners, land speculators and 
Indian killers, Davy Crockett as a can-
nibal, and the 1847 war on Mexico is an 
unprovoked U.S. invasion. 

The chapter headings include Death 
to the Invader, U.S. Conquest and Be-
trayal, We are Now a U.S. Colony in 
Occupied America, and They Stole the 
Land. This is a textbook, mind you, 
that was introduced into classrooms in 
New Mexico. 

This, by the way, this is a quote by a 
gentleman who is the president of La 
Raza. La Raza is probably one of the 
most significant of the Hispanic orga-
nizations and it means the people, La 
Raza. Many would suggest that the po-
sitions that they take are antithetical 
to true democratic principles and that 
they are part of the problem of dividing 
people up into these victimized groups. 
Here is what the president of La Raza 
said. By the way, this is traditionally 
supported mass immigration, but today 
sees a more pressing issue for His-
panics. This is his quote: ‘‘I think the 
biggest problem we have is a culture 
clash, a clash between our values and 
the values in American society.’’ That 
is what he told the Fort Worth Star. 
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This is a clash of values, he said, that 

they are not our values. Well, of 
course, I believe to a large extent they 
are common values. But if we do not 
teach children in our public school sys-
tem to believe and understand who 
they are and what their heritage really 
is, the value of a Western Civilization 
that they can share, if we do not do 
that and we are not doing it, we are 
afraid of doing it, then how can we ever 
expect them to in fact support and de-
fend that concept? 

I went into a school in my district 
not too long ago, brand-new school, 
built in Douglas County, Colorado, 
which is one of the fastest growing and 
also one of the counties with the high-
est per capita income in the country. 
Needless to say, I do not live in that 
particular county, but it is a county of 
fairly wealthy people. 

b 1600 

These kids were great kids and 
bright, and they had all the advantages 
of having a school in that area and all 
the accoutrements of a beautiful 
school. They came in and talked. We 
were in an auditorium. There were 
about 200 kids. They were good kids. I 
do not mean for a moment to suggest 
that they were not. But they got to the 
end, and one of them sent a note up to 
the thing and said, ‘‘What do you think 
is the most significant problem facing 
the country?’’ 

I said, ‘‘Well, I am going to ask you 
a question and maybe it can help me 
make that decision.’’ I said, ‘‘How 
many people in this auditorium right 
now will agree with the following 
statement: You live and we live in the 
greatest country on earth?’’ 

Two hundred people, 200 kids, bright-
est, best educated, healthiest, the prod-
uct of Western civilization that has 
created that we have today, and maybe 
2 dozen raised their hands out of 200. 

I stood there in shock in a way. I 
have been a teacher. When I looked out 
at those kids, I saw on a lot of faces 
something I had seen it before, a lot of 
kids wanted to say yes to the issue. 
They did not hate America. They want-
ed to say yes. But I have seen that look 
where they said, if I put my hand up, 
he might actually call on me. So they 
did not. 

They were afraid to put their hand up 
to say yes to that question because 
they were intellectually disarmed. 
They could not possibly have made the 
case. They were afraid if they said yes, 
yes, I believe I live in the best country 
in the world, what if I would have said, 
‘‘Okay. Prove it. Why?’’ And that is 
what they were fearful of. Because they 
had not been taught why they should. 

As a teacher, kids come into schools, 
some have an innate knowledge and 
love of music. Very few. Some have 
just an innate knowledge and love of 
great art or great literature. Very few. 
Our task as teachers is to teach them 
why they should appreciate it. 

It is exactly the same thing with our 
society. They do not come in with an 

innate knowledge and appreciation of 
Western civilization. They need to be 
taught. If we do not do so, then it is to 
our peril. 

The children around the room, I 
could tell, they even looked at the 
teachers who were standing along the 
aisles leading down to the stage, and 
there was some degree of hesitancy 
that made them very uncomfortable to 
be placed in this position of having to 
try to defend this concept. 

I suggest that this is because we have 
become so captivated by the cult of 
multiculturalism that we are afraid to 
say the obvious, that we are in the 
greatest Nation, we do live in the 
greatest Nation of the world. If we do 
not tell our children that and if we tell 
immigrants that that is not the truth 
and they should never connect us to 
that kind of a country, will we have a 
country at all? What will it look like? 
I do not mean by color, I just mean by 
division. Is it Balkanized America or is 
it united America? 

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I think I 
have an anecdote on this scenario that 
I painted here. That is, some years ago 
I drafted some legislation, and I began 
to identify these same things. What is 
great about this Nation and what are 
the weaknesses that we have within 
our educational system that does not 
infuse this into the minds of young 
people anymore like it was infused into 
our mind as we grew up? It was part of 
our family and educational system, 
something we learned in church as 
well. 

I drafted legislation, and I called it 
the God and Country Bill. It simply 
states that each child in America shall 
be taught that the United States of 
America is the unchallenged greatest 
Nation in the world, and we derive our 
strength from biblical values, free en-
terprise capitalism, and Western civili-
zation. 

Now, unless you have been there you 
cannot imagine how many names I got 
called, how many nasty letters and e- 
mails and phone calls came my way for 
stating something that I believe ought 
to be obvious to the vast majority of 
Americans. One particular e-mail 
came, and I noticed it had an edu-
cational e-mail address. It said, ‘‘We 
get plenty of Western civilization. You 
are trying to impose something on 
America, and we do not really believe 
we are the greatest nation in the 
world.’’ It gave a whole list of these 
things. 

By the way, it was not friendly to-
ward Christopher Columbus. I point 
that out particularly. 

But, nonetheless, ‘‘We get 2 years of 
American history. We get enough West-
ern civilization. We do not need to 
teach anymore.’’ 

I thought, okay, I am going to help 
this student out. I did not know how to 
explain it, so I just typed back an e- 
mail response that said, go see your 
teacher about Western civilization. 
Your teacher will explain to you what 
Western civilization is. 

The answer I got back was, ‘‘I am the 
teacher.’’ 

There is the problem, at least one of 
the problems. 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, we 
will be wrapping this up. I want to 
thank my colleague very much for 
joining me for this special order. 

About 2 weeks ago, 3 weeks ago now, 
I introduced a resolution; and it is a 
very, very simple resolution. It is a 
Sense of Congress that all children 
graduating from any school in this 
country should be able to articulate an 
appreciation for Western civilization, 
and I was astounded by the reaction I 
got. 

I mean, first of all, the NEA, the Na-
tional Education Association, of 
course, they came unglued. How dare I 
suggest such a thing? How dare I? 

We get e-mails from people who have 
seen it, and it is the same thing. In 
fact, an article that was in a news-
paper, a Houston Chronicle article 
written by two individuals co-authored 
it, they were vilifying me and also an 
author by the name of Samuel Hun-
tington for writing a book in which he 
brings this issue out. 

They said, ‘‘What is so good about as-
similation any way?’’ That was their 
way of addressing it. ‘‘Why should we 
assimilate into your society?’’ 

These are supposedly Americans. 
These are people writing in a news-
paper that they were regular col-
umnists and they were suggesting that 
there was some separation there be-
tween their America and mine. 

Well, I suggest and I would really and 
truly like for people to go to the Web 
site. I always get a lot of calls when I 
do this, people asking how can we get 
more information about this. I tell 
them all the time, Mr. Speaker, they 
should go to the web site 
www.house.gov/Tancredo. On there you 
will see a page to go to called ‘‘Our 
Heritage, Our Hope.’’ 

There is a resolution that we have in 
front of this Congress. I have another 
resolution that we have given to State 
legislators; and I believe in Iowa, if I 
am not mistaken, we were able to get 
a State legislator there to introduce it 
into Iowa. Same exact resolution, that 
is all we are asking for, is to have chil-
dren be able to articulate an apprecia-
tion for Western civilization. 

That does not mean they should de-
mean any other. It does not mean they 
cannot be critical of our own. It just 
means they have to have the ability to 
understand where we came from, who 
we are, and where we are going. 

It does not matter if you come here 
from Azerbaijan or Albania. It does not 
matter. It does not matter because, 
once you get here, there has got to be 
a canon, a set of standards or ideas 
that we all will buy into no matter 
whether we came from and no matter 
all the other cultural distinctions we 
have; and we can all appreciate the fact 
that there are these differences, but 
something has to hold us together. 

It is a set of ideas, because this Na-
tion is the only nation on earth that 
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was actually started on ideas. It is the 
only thing. We have enormous pride in 
that, and we should be able to take 
pride in it. We should be able to take 
pride in the fact that there are these 
tenets of the Western civilization like 
the rule of law and the value of the in-
dividual and the freedom of religion. 
These things are Western. We should be 
proud of it, no matter where one comes 
from, because they are coming to take 
advantage of it and should be willing to 
say, look, even in my culture we did 
not have that, and that is why I am 
coming here. I want to be part of it. 

We need to have things that hold us 
together. We have to stop doing things 
that keep tearing us apart and keep 
telling our own and we have to begin 
teaching it in schools and we have to 
tell immigrants that that is exactly 
what is expected of them. 

We have to secure our borders. Be-
cause no State can call itself a State if 
it does not control its own borders. The 
kind of thing we hear all the time, I 
know my colleague hears it and I do, 
racist, racist, racist. That is the word 
they want to throw at you and other 
epithets. But, in fact, of course, this 
has nothing to do with race. Nothing. 
And a significant number of the e- 
mails and letters I get are from His-
panic Americans who say, ‘‘Right on. 
You are absolutely right.’’ 

I say, God bless those people and God 
bless them for being here and God bless 
them that they are Americans, Ameri-
cans first, before anything else. Some 
of them in my State have been here for 
generations, far longer in the United 
States of America and in Colorado than 
me or my family; and they see exactly 
the problem that exists. 

So it has got nothing to do with race. 
It has nothing to do with ethnicity. It 
has nothing to do with country of ori-
gin. It has everything to do with this 
country and whether or not we will 
still be a country. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted to: 

Mr. CULBERSON (at the request of Mr. 
DELAY) for today on account of med-
ical reasons. 

Mr. HULSHOF (at the request of Mr. 
DELAY) for today on account of a fam-
ily emergency. 

f 

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED 

By unanimous consent, permission to 
address the House, following the legis-
lative program and any special orders 
heretofore entered, was granted to: 

The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. ANDREWS) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material: 

Mr. BROWN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 
today. 

Ms. NORTON, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DEFAZIO, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. DAVIS of Illinois, for 5 minutes, 

today. 

Mr. CONYERS, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. PALLONE, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. MCDERMOTT, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. STRICKLAND, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, for 5 minutes, 

today. 
Ms. KAPTUR, for 5 minutes, today. 
Mr. CUMMINGS, for 5 minutes, today. 
The following Members (at the re-

quest of Ms. HARRIS) to revise and ex-
tend their remarks and include extra-
neous material: 

Mr. DREIER, for 5 minutes, today. 

f 

SENATE BILL REFERRED 

A joint resolution of the Senate of 
the following titles was taken from the 
Speaker’s table and, under the rule, re-
ferred as follows: 

S.J. Res. 28. Joint resolution recognizing 
the 60th anniversary of the Allied landing at 
Normandy during World War II; to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Mr. Trandahl, Clerk of the House, re-
ported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 4062. An act to provide for an addi-
tional temporary extension of programs 
under the Small Business Act and the Small 
Business Investment Act of 1958 through 
June 4, 2004, and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. TANCREDO. Mr. Speaker, I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly, pursuant to the pre-

vious order of the House of today, the 
House stands adjourned until 4 p.m. on 
Tuesday, April 6, 2004, unless it sooner 
has received a message from the Sen-
ate transmitting its adoption of House 
Concurrent Resolution 404, in which 
case the House shall stand adjourned 
pursuant to that concurrent resolution. 

Thereupon (at 4 o’clock and 11 min-
utes p.m.), pursuant to the previous 
order of the House of today, the House 
adjourned until 4 p.m. on Tuesday, 
April 6, 2004, unless it sooner has re-
ceived a message from the Senate 
transmitting its adoption of the House 
Concurrent Resolution 404, in which 
case the House shall stand adjourned 
pursuant to that concurrent resolution. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 8 of rule XII, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

7508. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Agriculture, transmitting a draft of 
proposed legislation, ‘‘To authorize the Sec-
retary of Agriculture to prescribe, adjust, 
and collect fees to cover the costs incurred 
by the Secretary for activities related to the 
review and maintenance of licenses and reg-

istration under the Animal Welfare Act’’; to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

7509. A letter from the Administrator, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting a report of a violation of the 
Antideficiency Act by the EPA’s response to 
oil spills in inland waters under the Clean 
Water Act, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 1351; to the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

7510. A letter from the Administrator, En-
vironmental Protection Agency, transmit-
ting a report of a violation of the 
Antideficiency Act, pursuant to 31 U.S.C. 
1351; to the Committee on Appropriations. 

7511. A letter from the Acting Under Sec-
retary, Department of Defense, transmitting 
a report identifying, for each of the armed 
forces (other than the Coast Guard) and each 
Defense Agency, the percentage of funds that 
were expended during the preceding two fis-
cal years for performance of depot-level 
maintenance and repair workloads by the 
public and private sectors, pursuant to 10 
U.S.C. 2466(d)(1); to the Committee on Armed 
Services. 

7512. A letter from the President and 
Chairman, Export-Import Bank of the United 
States, transmitting a report on trans-
actions involving U.S. exports to Mexico, 
pursuant to 12 U.S.C. 635(b)(3)(i); to the Com-
mittee on Financial Services. 

7513. A letter from the Director, Regula-
tions Policy and Management Sta., FDA, De-
partment of Health and Human Services, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule— 
Change of Name; Technical Amendment—re-
ceived April 1, 2004, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

7514. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of the Treasury, transmitting as re-
quired by section 401(c) of the National 
Emergencies Act, 50 U.S.C. 1641(c), and sec-
tion 204(c) of the International Emergency 
Economic Powers Act, 50 U.S.C. 1703(c), and 
pursuant to Executive Order 13313 of July 31, 
2003, a six-month periodic report on the na-
tional emergency with respect to persons 
who commit, threaten to commit, or support 
terrorism that was declared in Executive 
Order 13224 of September 23, 2001; to the 
Committee on International Relations. 

7515. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Export Administration, Bureau of Indus-
try and Security, Department of Commerce, 
transmitting the Department’s final rule— 
Removal of ‘‘National Security’’ controls 
from, and imposition of ‘‘Regional Stability’’ 
controls on, certain items on the Commerce 
Control List [Docket No. 031201299–3299–01] 
(RIN: 0694–AC54) received March 26, 2004, pur-
suant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on International Relations. 

7516. A letter from the Senior Vice Presi-
dent, Potomac Electric Power Company, 
transmitting a copy of the Balance Sheet of 
Potomac Electric Power Company as of De-
cember 31, 2003, pursuant to D.C. Code sec-
tion 43—513; to the Committee on Govern-
ment Reform. 

7517. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Human Resources Management, Department 
of Energy, transmitting a report pursuant to 
the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 1998; to 
the Committee on Government Reform. 

7518. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s final 
rule—Fisheries of the Exclusive Economic 
Zone Off Alaska; Deep-Water Species Fishery 
by Vessels Using Trawl Gear in the Gulf of 
Alaska [Docket No. 031125292–4061–02; I.D. 
031504C] received March 31, 2004, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Resources. 

7519. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, National Oce-
anic and Atmospheric Administration, trans-
mitting the Administration’s final rule— 
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